SCOTT RIVER SEDIMENT TMDL o
“TECHNICAL PROJECT* TECHNICAL PROJECT AND PUBLIC PROCESS

sediment delivery rates from public land to private

Scott River watershed 303(d) listed for sediment timber lands is not valid. They object to enforcement.
st o * Farmers object to proposed regulation.
* Excess fine sediment buries gravel needed for salmon ‘ o o
spawning, PUBLIC PROCE S S * Downstream tribal and fishing communities feel

: i strongly that they have not been consulted and they are
Draft Total Maximum Dally Load (TMDL) suffering the results of actions upstream. They

demand strong enforcement.

* Influx of sediment fills pools, harming fish habitat.

1 Since 1830 Watershed Impacted by:

* Aquatic mvertebrate population low and out of
balance parts of the year. +

* Draft Staff Report released for public comment
September 2005.

Beaver trapping: Destroyed extensive wetlands.

* TMDL Workshop meetings bring in downstream people

* Placer mining in and near streams, hydraulic Jovee EE ; .
- fishermen and Indian tribes - who are affec y

mining: Diverted much water, disturbed alluvium
extensively, triggered erosion. Delivered sediment to
streams.

West

Canyon \ conditions in the Klamath River but are not residents
in the Scott River watershed.

* Farming in Scott Valley and valleys of large
tributaries: Disturbs land surface, destroys much
riparian vegetation, uses much ground and surface
water.
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* Timber harvest and extensive road building:
Triggers erosion and mass wasting.
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Fine sediment and turbid water at low flow in pasture area having few
riparian trees. Moffett Creek
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Figure 1.1, Index map showmg location of the Scott Erver watershed and major features within
the watershed.

* CDFG, CDF, NOAA Fisheries, UC Davis, Siskiyou County.

* Regional Board adopts TMDL and Action Plan.

Deeply weathered granite ravels in roadcut to form
angle-of-repose slope of sand at base of cut.

Initial Field Studies

Reactions and Actions

What Have We Learned?

TMDL Presented to State Water Board

* Stratified random sampling requires access to many Complications

stream reaches. * State Board has received many written comments

urging both more and less stringent Action Plan.

* We must work to make participation in the stakeholder group as inclusive as

* June 21, 2006. W t to State Board. Board h
possible so that no subgroup will feel, or be, left out. s © present to olate board. Doard hears

public comment and considers written comments.

ST Accessto private timber lands becomes a problem.

* We agree to do South Fork Pilot Study, demonstrating 0 €l 1ot stud
ne company finally proposes a pilot stuay.

and refining approach. * Board required Action Plan to be revised to provide

more accountability and relate better to Nonpoint
Source Policy.

* When forming a Technical Advisory Group (TAG), develop a clear statement

of scope and mission and review with the TAG Frequently. * State Board accpets TMDL and forwards to U.S.

* We proceed with studies, extrapolating results from
Evironmental Protection Agency (EPA) for approval.

public lands to private lands where access was denied.

* Companies still deny access to private timber lands
and data.

* Educate the public, through the TAG and other forums, on the reasons for and
methods of the study.

* We revised Action Plan for before consideration at
June 21 State Board meeting.

* Improve project execution through better application of project management
tools and techniques.
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